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AMENDMENT C (REMARKS ONLY) 


Dear Sir: 


This amendment is being filed in response to the Official Action mailed April 8, 2003. 

REMARKS 

In rejecting the claims as anticipated by or obvious fi-om Hon et al, the Examiner refers 
to certain physical properties the Hori et al structure has in conunon with the instant claimed 
structure. However, the Examiner ignores other limitations. Specifically, Applicant's claimed 
structure is a spinning worked structiu-e, while Hori et al is a product formed by electroforming, 
more specifically, electroplating. A spinning worked product as claimed is structurally 
different, fix>m a product made by electroplating. That is to say, as is well known to those 
skilled in the art, a product formed by "spinning working" which is a form of plastic-working, 
is structurally and different firom a product formed by "electroforming." Moreover, a spinning 
worked product has a higher resistance to fatigue breakage than a product formed by 
electroforming. The inventors conducted an experiment to demonstrate the difference. 


